Marcos loves modernization 
Dear Green Anarchy: 

I see from Green Anarchy No. 6, page 7, that Jesus 
(Sepulveda) says the Zapatistas are resisting modernization. 
If that’s true, then they had better get rid of Subcomandante 
Marcos, !muy pronto! The good Subcomandante is no 
opponent of modemization. Here are some quotes from a 
speech that he gave during the Zapatistas’ recent march on 
Mexico City: 


“If we don’t already have enough money for medicine, 
now they will be taking another bit out of our wages... 

“The economic packages ... mean nothing to us but more 
taxes, price increases, salary reductions, more unemployment, 
fewer work benefits, lower budgets for education, less housing, 
fewer services, less food, fewer lands, fewer hospitals, fewer 
doctors, less medicine. 

“... [OJn what used to be our land, we put up airports for 
the new bosses. But we will never travel in a plane. Similarly, 
we build highways, and we will never have an automobile. 
We build entertainment centers, and we will never have 
access to them. We put up shopping centers, and we will 
never have money to shop in them. We build urban zones 
with all the services, and we will only see them from afar. 
We erect modern hotels, and we will never stay in them. 

“In short, we are putting up a world which excludes us. 

“You made the house, you put in the electricity, the 
water, the plumbing. You paved the street. You planted 
the garden. You built the furniture. You painted the walls. 
You set the tables. You got the food. You prepared the meal. 


“And you are left outside. Because someone else came in. 


and occupied the house. 

“Someone else is the one whose life is illuminated. Some- 
one else is the one who cleans himself up; the one who 
goes in the vehicle; the one who uses the furniture; the one 
who enjoys our work; the one who is fed... 

“The one which has the light, prosperity, progress, joy, 
hope is theirs, those who, being few, have everything. 

“The street and the countryside are for us. They call our 
destitution home. 

“You will leave school and you will find there are no jobs, 
and if there are any, they are poorly paid. Graduating from a 
public school is good for nothing but third-rate employment.” 

(From a speech by Subcomandante Marcos at National 
Polytechnic Institute, Zacotenco, Mexico, March, 2001, as 
quoted in English translation in Food & Water Journal, 
Summer, 2001, pages 24-27.) 


It’s clear what Subcomandante Marcos is driving at, and 
it isn’t an end to modernity. He just wants the poor people to 
have their fair share of the technological pie. Undoubtedly, 
poor people do deserve their share of the pie — if you 
accept that the pie should exist at all. But if you don’t 
believe that there should be any electricity, plumbing, 

` modern medicine, schools, or jobs, then it makes no sense 
to say that poor people ought to have a share of these things. 

It’s an old, sad, often-repeated story: True and genuine 
popular rebellion is taken over by sophisticated leftist 
intellectuals — in this case Subcomandante Marx, I mean 
Marcos, and his cronies — who manipulate it, betray it, 
and pervert it to their own ends. The leftists have done 
this again and again. When will people ever learn? When 
will you, green anarchists, ever learn? 

Ted Kaczynski 


You Used My Exact Words 
Dear GA, 

Well, I didn’t think that I could fall under the category 
of Anarchist until I read your article called “Against Mass 
Society”. I felt lonely in my political beliefs because I am 
young and idealistic. 

On my ways in and out of the Nader rally last night, 
I grabbed flyers and newspapers of ‘progressive’ 
Organizations. I saw your paper, laughed, and took 
it with me, to read the next day. 

For only being the publication’s sixth issue, you people 
are damn good—I mean it. You, the author of A.M.S., used 
the exact words I would use to describe most of how I feel 
about society, and my life right now. And the things that I 
didn’t yet have words for, you knew just how to phrase it. 

Anyway, whoever you are, keep up the good journalism; 
and although you didn’t seem to bend or stretch history to 
the benefit of your article, I ask that you continue to do this 
as best you can. 4 
Thank You, 

Ben Hollingsworth 


The Irrelevance of Non-Violence to Our 
Current and Upcoming Struggles 


The legislature in Oregon is rapidly making acts of non- 
violent corporate sabotage obsolete considering that 
murdering the CEO’s of timber companies, scientists that 
perform animal testing, and legislators who propose 
draconian laws will bring you about the same amount 
of time in prison. By placing the destruction of corporate 
property on virtually the same level as murder, state 
officials are blatantly showing that corporations are 
more important than individual citizens in their eyes. 
Corporate rights have surpassed individual rights undeniably 
when someone can destroy everything you own, or worse, 
commit rape, and will get ten years or less, but if someone 
damages property belonging to big buSiness they will land 


„themselves 20 years. I hope these politicians realize the 


deadly game of escalation they are playing. For all those 
who’ ve said that they would put their lives on the line for 
our rights as individuals, for the environment, for the best 
interest of all lifeforms—the time has come for you to 
really think about how you want to fight. Do you want to 
spend 20 years of your life behind bars for a small good 
deed? Or maybe it’s time to realize that if you’re going to 
do something you should be sure to have a blast, because 
if you get caught there really isn’t much more they can do 
to you. Twenty years for causing damage to a small piece 
of machinery vs. 20 years for blowing up the whole fucking 
place, what’s the difference? You might as well go for 
effectiveness, it’s 20 years either way so fuck the small 
shit. Too many people put money over our well being, 
these people need to lose it all, and if you decide that “all” 
includes their lives, so be it, you just get the job done and 
don’t get caught. 


anonymous 


_ AFinal Note From GA’s Funder 
Dear SFB, 

Like.some bad acid flash back to the 1980’s, I read the 
editorial with disbelief. The misanthropic shit wasn’t in 
one of Dave Foreman’s old Earth First! journals but in a 
so called paper about anarchy. True you say anarchy is of 
secondary importance to you, so why did it appear as an 
editorial of in a paper called Green Anarchy? 

I always though anarchy meant a free and equal world 
for everyone and being a green anarchist meant nature was 
viewed as something to live in harmony with, not some 


product to be consumed. Your belief that 90 percent or in - 


fact anyone would have to some how disappear to have a 
better world is really no different than the ideologies of 
Hitler or Stalin or that of Pol Pot. Isn’t the world we live in 
now a reflex of what you’re talking about, a world where 
the rich 10% are living at the expense of everyone else? 

Green Anarchy was set up as a forum and propaganda 
tool to spread the differing ideas of green anarchists 
because no other paper was doing it. Now its become 
just some narrow ideological mouthpiece for a handful of 
people, another ivory tower for people to inhabit. In issue 
#6 there was a letter lampooning the narrow ideological 
dogma of #5 but it was in my opinion more dogmatic. Are 
you going to learn from our mistakes or are we just going 
to keep repeating them because we lack the vision to do 
anything else, I guess another reflection of the modern 
industrial capitalist world we unfortunately live in. 

page 5 


As a passing thought, is the tribal society the present 
collective are passing as the way to a free green world 
really so equal and harmonious. True, tribe societies do 
less work and are less alienated but there are gender 
inequalities, men hunt and women gather. The famous 
case that proved that mad cow disease could be spread 
from eating offal was from a cannibal society where only 
women and child got sick because the men were the ones 
who eat the best meat and the rest got the scraps. Or even 
green, as various tribal societies have let to the extinction 
of whole species of animals and plants like in Australia 
and New Zealand and even in North America and Europe. 
Is tribal society really the best way of living or can we do better? 

It’s with a heavy heart that as the founder of the Green 
Anarchy paper I must step down as an editor and collective 
member. After a brief sabbatical I have discovered that the 
present collective believes in the philosophical exclusion of 
those who disagree with the focus of the current collective. 
They believe that Green Anarchy is a solely pro-native 
sovereignty, anti-civilization and anti-industrial project. 
This is not my belief or the reason the paper was started. 
This exclusion of differing ideas means I can no longer 
support the project I worked so hard to create. 

‘So long for now, 
One of the founders of Green Anarchy 


One Editor’s Response: I do not personally agree with 
many of the accusations made about the population question, 
classical anarchism, etc. that were made in the editorial of 
GA #6. But I did not choose to block printing the article 
because I appreciate the fact that the author does not 
stray away from the fact that the current population is 
dangerously unhealthy. The current population level would 
not have been made possible were it not for an unhealthy 
dependence on industrial technology, and patriarchal 
control of women’s reproductive rights. I do not believe 
we will be able to consciously and effectively solve the 
population problem until the source of this problem is 
removed. Hence, I believe dismantling and destroying 
industrial society should be on the top of every 
anarchist’s agenda. Would dismantling industrialism 
result is a massive die-off? Possibly, but that ignores the 
fact that millions of people are suffering, starving, and dying 
because of industrialism right now. It is the proponents of 
industrial expansionism, not its opponents, that are the 
fascists. Industrialism is built on centralized political 
organization, colonialism, miserable and forced labor, 
and the excessive exploitation of the environment. And 
thus the destruction of industrialism would likely open the 
door to liberation for masses of people. The people most 
likely to die would be first worlders who maintain there 
existence off of appropriating resources from the 
Third World and colonizing indigenous peoples. 
Halting industrialism is a necessity if we want to 
continue to exist. 

Yet, I’m not convinced that the end of industrialism will 
mean a massive die-off. I think self-sufficiency and a move 
towards a localized, decentralized economy can be a feasible 
alternative to dependence on industrial technology. We should 
make use of soft-path technology, aquaculture, permaculture, 
“Fukuokan agriculture”, and all tools available at our 
disposable to make sure the transition out of industrialism 
is as smooth as possible. If we fail to do this, it is our own 

fault that we, privileged first worlders, die as a result 
of our inability to live and meet our needs without this 
oppressive technological society. 

About tribal society: You’re obviously really, really confused 
if you think it’s okay to lump indigenous peoples from 
Australia, New Zealand, North America, and Europe 
together into one category and say they forced other 
creatures into extinction. Indigenous peoples are not 
one homogenous group that shares one common custom or 
belief system. The fact that some extinctions can be attributed 
to some indigenous peoples in different parts of the world 
does not change the nature of industrial society. No one 
from the GA collective ever claimed that any tribe or band 
society in any part of the world is perfect. Nor are they. 
always benevolent to their environment. But who cares, 
that mode of existence has proven itself to be far more 
ecologically sustainable and consistent with the real needs of 
humanity than any civilization. Thus honoring and celebrating 
the indigenous way of life is a central theme in GA. 

And by the way, the founder was not excluded from the 
paper or its process, we mutually agreed that we were on 
different paths, and he chose to leave. We believe that Green 
Anarchy should have a no compromise approach to the 
destruction of industrial civilization and also be pro- 
indigenous, unlike its founder. We feel it essential to 
maintain this focus. Let us know what you think. 

Thanks 


Green Anarchy #7 


